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On J u l y  8. 2003, the ALJ coi iductcd an c\ , ide i i l ixy  liearing A l l  testimony was bound into the 

I-ccord by sliptilation of the psrtics a n d  c r o s s - c x a i t i i ~ ~ ~ t ~ o i i  or witnesses MUS waibcd ALLTEL, 

C'ciitiiryl'el. MECA, and tlic St i iH' l i lcd briers and reply briefs 011 July 23 and August 1, 2003, 

rerpcciively 

O n  July 25. 2003, ALLTLL t i led ii i i iotioti to rltikr portions ofCenLuryTel's reply brief 

4L l  TFL. contends (hat CenluryTel iiiupproprialely iaised arguinents for the t i r a t  t ime in  i ts reply 

binel'. thcreby pi-cvcnting ALLTtiL a i i  opporlunity to respond 

I I .  

POSIl'IONS OF T H 6  PARTIES 

There are two ISSIIC!, in th i s  p ro~eed i i ig  birst  IS whether ALLTEL should be designated as an  

I:7'C Tor purposes ol'receivii ig ui i iversal  s e r \ ~ i c r  suppori Second, if ALLTEL I S  graiiied ETC 

S ~ ; I L U S  h) ihe Coiiiinissioii, tor iv1i:it rer\'icc m a ( \ )  should ALLTEL's status be granted 

,A ILLT t. L 

ALLTEL arguea that II nieel.: tlic ~-cquireiiients tor t T C  tlrsignation under the federal Act 

ALL rk,lL slates that 11 ineets a11 the slalutory ai id iegiilatory prereqti i~ites for FTC designation and 

t ha t  dcsignaring AI.LTtL as an ii'l c' hi11 sent tlic piibltc tiiterest ALLTEL rept-csenls that oncc 

II receive\ i i s  ETC designation, i t  p l a i t s  LO use [l ie ~ i i i id i i ig lo speed thc delivery ofadvanced 

wi te lcss  sen  ice& to i ts  custoinerb A \  ;in t.TC'. ALL1 EL states LhaL it w i l l  offer n basic universal 

b r i v i c e  package to custoincrs who :ire eligil)lc Ihr Lifeline and wil l  probide service lo a n y  

cii\toinei requesting sei-vice Withi l l  I [ \  ilesigiialetl service area ALLTEL further avri-s that i t  

~ w > v i d c s  a l l  thc services stipportcd by t i i i i v ~ i ~ s a l  S C ~ V I C Z  i ~ ~ e c h a ~ ~ ~ s i i i s  ALI.'TEL says that it wi l l  



ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
ADA 
ALBION 
ALTO 
AMASA 
ATHENS 
AUBURN 
BALDWIN 
BARK RIVER 
BATTLE CRK 
BAlTLE CRK 
BAY CITY 
BAY CrrY 
BEAVERTON 
BELDING 
BELDING 
BELLEVUE 
BENTON HBR 
BENTON HBR 
BENTON HER 
BERGLAVD 
BERRIEN SPGS 
BESSEMER 
BEULAH 
BIG RAPIDS 
BIRCH RUN 
BOYNE ClTy 
BOYNE CITY 
BUCHANAN 
BURT 
BYRON CTR 
CADILLAC 
CALEDONIA 
CALEDONIA 
CALUMET 
CARLETON 
CEDAR SPGS 
CHAMPION 
CHANNING 
CHARLEVOK 
CHARLOTTE 
CHASSELL 
CHEBOYGAN 
CHEBOYGAN 
CLARE 
CLARKLAKE 
CLARKSWLLE 
COLEMAN 

~ . . . . . , - . .. 

INCUMBENT LEC 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERKECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGBN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH M I C H W  
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERUECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERKECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMENTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMEWECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGW 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERil€CH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MlCHlGAN 

C M A l  
64 
177 
64 
472 
177 
94 
478 
473 
177 
177 
94 
84 
4n 
84 
78 
78 
193 
1 03 
183 
472 
193 
472 
476 
478 
9d 

474 
474 
183 
94 
66 

4 76 
84 
84 

472 
48 
84 
472 
472 
474 
78 

472 
476 
A75 
4 77 
207 
78 
94 

. . . 

EXHIBIT C - 1  



EXHIBIT C - 2 

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
COMSTOCK PK 
CORNELL 
CRYSTAL FLS 
CURTIS 
DANSVILLE 
DIMONDALE 
DORR 
E JORDAN 
E LANSING 
E TAWAS 
EATON RAPIDS 
mu CLAIRE 
ELK RAPIDS 
ENGADINE 
ESCANABA 
W A R T  
FARWELL 
FARWELL 
FIFE U 
FOUNTAIN 
FRANKENMUTE 
FRANKFORT 
FREELAND 
FREEPORT 
FREMONT 
FULTON 
GALESBURG 
GALIEN 
GIADSTONE 
GIADWN 
GRAND HAVEN 
GRAND RAPIDS 
GRAND RAPIDS 
GRAND RAPIDS 
GRAND WIDS 
GRAND RAPIDS 
GRAND RAPIDS 
GRANT 
GREENVILLE 
GWINN 
HANCOCK 
HARRlEnA 
HARRISON 
H A s m  
HASTINGS 
HBR SPGS 
HILLSDALE 
“ 0  
- -. - .  ~- 

INCUMBENT LEC 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHlGnN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AUERmECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERTTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERrECH MlCHlG4N 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MlCHlGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERmCH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
-- - -. 

C M A I  
6 4  

473 
472 
473 
78 
78 
4?0 
474 

477 
78 
193 
474 
473 
473 
470 
477 
417 
474 
470 
w 

478 
89 
'177 
478 
132 
132 
I 93 
473 
477 
64 
64 
64 
64 
64 
64 
64 

478 
478 
472 
472 
476 
477 
78 

177 
471 
480 
478 

7a 



ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WlRE CENTER 
HOLLAND 
HOLLAND 
HOLT 
HOPKINS 
HUDSONVILLE 
HUDSONVILLE 
INDLAN RIV 
IONA 
IRON MT 
IRON RIV 
IRONS 
IRONWOOD 
ISHPEMING 
JACKSON 

JACKSON 
JONESVILLE 
KALAMAZOO 
W W O O  
KALKASKA 
K E N  ClP l  
KEWEENAW 
LANSING 
LANSING 
IANSIND 
LE ROY 
LESLIE 
LINWOOD 
LK LEEUNAU 
LK LINDEN 
LK ODESSA 
LOWELL 
LUTHER 
MACKINAC IS 
MACKINAW CITY 
MANCELONA 
MANISTEE 
MANTON 
MARION 
MARNE 
MARQUETIE 
MAROUEITE 
MARSHALL 
MARTIN 
MASON 
MC BAlN 
MENOMINEE 
MI m R  

JACKSON 

INCUMBENT LEC 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERKECH MICHIGAN 
AMEFUTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERFTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MtCHlGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERKECH MlCHtGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMEFUTECH MICHIGAN 
- - ~  - -~ _ 

CMA S 
64 
64 

478 
64 
64 

475 
78 

472 
472 
A76 
472 
472 
207 
207 
207 
480 
132 
132 

a4 
472 

70 
78 

476 
78 
94 
470 
472 
70 
64 

478 
473 
474 
474 
476 

476 
64 

472 
472 
177 
470 

478 
472 
207 

78 

474 

78 

478 

70 

-- - . 



~~ 

EXHIBIT C - 4 

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
MlCHlGAMME 
MIDOLEVILLE 
MIDLAND 
MIDLAND 
MONROE 
MONROE 
MORLFf 
MULLIKEN 
NEGAUNEE 
NEWAYGO 
NEWBERRY 
NILES 
NORTHPORT 
NORWAY 
OKEMOS 
OLlVET 
ONEKAMA 
QSCODA 
OTSEGO 
PELLSTON 
PETOSKEY 
PLAINWELL 
PLEASANT LK 
PORTAGE 
PORTLAND 
POTTERVILLE 
POWERS 
W I D  RIV 
REED CITY 
REPUBLIC 
RICHLAND 
ROCK 
ROCKFORD 
ROCKFORG 
ROSEBUSH 
SAGINAW 
SAG INAW 
SAGINAW 
SAGINAW 
SAND LAKE 
SARANAC 
SAULT ST MARIE 
scons 
SCOrrvlLLE 
SPARTA 
ST CHARLES 
ST HELEN 
ST IGNACE 

INCUMBENT LEC 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERKECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERIECH MICHIWW 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERjTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MlCHlGAN 
Ah4ERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERKECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMEFJTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERUECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERmCH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 

C W I I  
472 
in 
94 
Q4 
48 
48 
478 

472 
476 
473 
193 
476 
472 
78 
78 

476 
477 
479 
474 
474 
478 
207 
132 
76 
70 

472 
4?3 
478 
472 
I32 
473 
84 
64 

478 
94 
94 
94 
€4 

478 

473 
I32 
478 

94 
477 
473 

?a 

78 

64 



ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WlRE CENTER 
ST JOSEPH 
STANDISH 
STEPHENSON 
THREE OAKS 
TRAVERSE CrrY 
TRAVERSE CITY 
TRUFANT 
TUSTIN 
UN PIER 
VERMONTVILLE 
VICKSBURG 
W BRN 
WAKEFIELD 
WATERSMEET 
WATERVLIET 
WAYLAND 
WAYLAND 
WHITE CLOUD 
WILLIAMSBURG 
WILLIAMSBURG 
WOLVERINE 
ZEELAND 
A D W  
ALDEN 
ALLEGAN 
ALMA 
ALPENA 
ASHLEY 
ATLANTA 
BANGOR 
BARRYTON 
BATH 
BELIAIRE 
6EiU lRE 
BLISSFIELD 
BRECKENRIDGE 
ERJTTON 
BRONSON 
BURR OAK 
CARSON CITY 
CASSOPOLIS 
CENTRAL LAKE 
CENTREVILLE 
CLINTON 
COLD WATER 
COLDWATER 
COLON 
CONKLIN 

_. - _ ~  .... 

INCUMBENT LEC 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMEMTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERnECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERlTECH M I C H W  
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
AMERITECH MICHIGAN 

VERILON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERKON NOKIW INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.MI 
VERiZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERLZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERlZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC:MI 

VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERlZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-M/ 
VERIZON NORTH INCMI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.MI 
VERlZON NORTH INC.41 

VERCON NORTH iNC.41 

VERIZON NOKTH INC.-MI 

-- . -._ 

C n M l  
193 
477 
472 
193 
414 
474 
478 
476 
193 
177 
1 32 
477 
472 
472 
193 
479 
470 
478 
474 
474 
475 
64 
480 
474 
479 
478 
475 
478 
475 
132 
478 
78 

414 
474 
480 
478 
480 
480 
480 
478 
480 
474 
480 
480 
486 
480 
480 
84 

- - -  .. 



I~ - - 

. EXHlBfT C - 6  

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
CONSTANTINE 
COOPERSVILLE 
COVERT 
DECATUR 
D E W l n  
DOWAGIAC 
DOWAGIAC 
DUNDEE 
EASTPORT 
EDMORE 
EDWARDSBURG 
EDWARDSBURG 
ELLSWORTH 
ELSIE 
ERIE 
FAIRVIEW 
FENNVIUE 
FENNVILLE 
FENWICK 
FOWLER 
FRUKPORT 

GOELES 
GRAND JCT 
GRAND LEDGE 
GRAND LEDGE 
GRASS u( 
GRAYLING 
HAMILTON 
HARRISVILLE 
HART 
naRTFORD 
HEMLOCK 
HESPERlA 
HILLMAN 
HOLTON 
HOUGHTON LK 
HOWARD CITY 
HUEBAR0 LAKE 
HUBBARDSTON 
HUDSON 
IDA 
rrH4cA 
LACHINE 
LAKEVIEW 
LAWTON 
LEWISTON 
LINCOLN 

a n o m  

.. - ~ 

INCUMBENT LEC 
VERIZON NOFnH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON N O R M  INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERlfON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NOfTTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI 
VERlfON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERlZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERlZON NORTH INC.41 

VERJZON NORTH lNC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-M1 
VERlfON NORTH INC.MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
M R l f O N  NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTfl INC.-MJ 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH I N . - M I  
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERLZON NORTH INC-MI 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERlZON NOFrm INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERlZON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERlfON NORTH 1NC.-MI 

VERLZON NORTH INC.MI 

VERlZON NORTH INC.MI 
VERKON NORTH 1NC.HII 
VERlZON NOf?TH INCA41 

MRIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTn INC.-Ml 
MRlZON NORTH INC.-Ml 

VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 

-- 

CMA # 
480 
64 
132 
132 
78 

480 
480 
48 
474 
478 
480 
480 
474 

48 
475 
479 
478 
47u 
78 
181 
475 
132 
132 

78 
207 
475 
478 
475 
181 
132 
84 

475 
181 
471 
478 
475 
78 
480 
48 

418 
475 
478 
f32 
475 
475 

78 

78 

iai 

-- . , . - -. -_ 



ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
LONG LAKE (ALPENA 
LOST PENINSULA 
LUDINGTON 
MAPLE RAPIDS 
MARCELLUS 
MATTAWAN 
MAYBEE 
MCBRIDES 
MENDON 
MERRILL 
MIDDLETON 
MI0 
MT PLEASANT 
MUlR 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
MUSKEGON 
ONAWAY 
OSSINEKE 
O W 0  
PAL0 
PAW PAW 
PENTWATER 
POMPEll 
WSEN 
PRUDENVlUE 
OUINCY 
RAPID CITY 
RAVENNA 
READING 
REMUS 
RIVERDALE 
ROGERS cTp/ 
ROSCOMMON 
ROSCOMMON 
s HAVEN 
SAUGATUCK 
SCHOOLCRAFT 
SHELBY 
SHEPHERD 
SHERIDAN 
SIDNEY 

. _  ~ . 

EXHIBIT C - 7 

INCUMBENT LEC 

VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERlZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRIZON NORTH 1NC.M 
MRIZON NORTH I*.-MI 
VERlZO~ NORTH 1NC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
MRlZON NORTH INCA1 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRJZON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERlZON NORTH INC.-MI 
M U O N  NORM INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERKON NORTH INC.41 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRLZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERLZON NORTH INC.-MI 
MRIZON NORTH INC.MI 
MRIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERUON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
EREON NORTH INC-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERLfON NORTH INC.41 
MRlZON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 

CMAl 
475 
48 
476 
78 
480 
132 
48 

478 
480 
e4 

478 
475 
478 
78 
181 
181 
181 
181 
181 
181 
131 
181 
181 
475 
475 
78 

478 
132 
181 
470 
475 
4n 
480 
414 
181 
480 

478 
475 
477 
477 
132 
479 
1 32 
t81 
478 
478 
478 

478 

- ---- 



- EXHIBIT C - 8 

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
NON-RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
SIX LAKES 
ST JOHNS 
ST LOUIS 
STANTON 
STANWOOD 
STURGIS 
TECUMSEH 
TEMPERANCE 
THREE RIVERS 
THREE RIVERS 
TIPTON 
TWIN LK 
UN ClTy 
UNION 
VANDALlA 
VANDERBILT 
VESTABURG 
WEIDMAN 
WHITE PIGEON 
WHITEHALL 
WILLIAMSTON 
WOODLAND 
ADDISON 
ALGER 
BRIDGMAN 
BURLINGTON 
FENNVILLE 
GRAND JCT 
HOMER 
IAMBtKIVlLLE 
LAWRENCE 
LUPTON 
MORENCI 
MUNITH 
ONONDAGA 
PARMA 
PRESCOTT 
PULLMAN 
RlMS JCT 
ROSE CIM 
STERLING 
STOCKBRIDGE 
STOCKBRIDGE 
TEKONSHA 
WEBBERVILLE 

INCUMBENT LEC 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI 
VERlZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI 
MRlZON NORTH INC.-MI 

MRlZON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI 
VEREON NORTH INC.41 

MRlZON NORTH INC.-MI 
VERIZON NORTH INC -MI 

VERUON NORTH INC.41 
VEREON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 
VERKON NORTH 1NC.-MI 
VERLZON NORTH I N C A 1  
VERlZON NORTH 1NC.-MI 
MRKON NORTH INC.41 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI 

VERKON NORTH INC.-MI 

VERKON NORTH 1NC.M (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI (MLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC:MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERUON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERKON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VEREON NORTH 1NC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.41 (ALLfEL) 
VERIZON NORTH INC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.M (ALLTEL) 
VERlZON NORTH 1NC.-MI (ALLTEL) 
VERIZON NORTH 1NC.M (ALL=) 
VERIZON NORTH INC-MI (AUTEL) 

CMA I 
470 
78 
478 
470 
470 
480 
480 
48 
480 
480 
480 
101 
480 
480 
480 
475 
478 

480 
181 
78 
177 
480 

193 
IT? 
479 
132 
177 
40 
132 

480 

70 
207 
477 
478 
207 
477 
477 
70 
70 
I 7 7  
78 

4ra 

477 

471 

207 



ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WlRE CENTER 
BUCKLfl 
COPEMISH 
HOXEWILLE 
MESICK 
s BOARDMAN 
ALLENDALE 
ALSTON 
BARAGA 
L ANSE 
TAPIOLA 
BELLEVUE 
DELTON 
DELTON 
PLAINWELL 
BUNCHARD 
BLOOMINGDALE 
C A M  
AU GRES 
BRANT 
CHESANING 
JONESVILLE 
LITCHFIELD 
MECOSTA 
OMER 
ORLEANS 
RODNEY 
SUNFIELD 
ZEELAND 
FALMOUTH 
KINGSLM 
ALANSON 
BEAR LK 
BOYNE FLS 
BRUTUS 
CEDAR 
CRYSTAL 
ELMlRA 
EMPIRE 
GLEN ARBOR 
GLENNIE 
HALE 
HONOR 
HOPE 
LAKE ANN 
LEVERING 
Lu CrTY 
LK CrrY 

--- - ~ ~. . . 

IHCUMBENT LEG 
ACE TELEPHONE CO. OF MICHIGAN I 
ACE TELEPHONE CO. OF MICHIGAN I 
ACE TELEPHONE CO. OF MICHIGAN I 
ACE TELEPHONE CO. OF MICHIGAN I 
ACE TELEPHONE CO. OF MICHIGAN I 

ALLENDALE TELEPHONE CO. 
BAPAGA TELEPHONE CO. 
BARAGA TELEPHONE CO. 
BARAGA TELEPHONE CO. 
BARAGA TELEPHONE CO. 

BARRY COUNlY TELEPHONE CO. 
BARRY COUNIY TELEPHONE CO. 
BARRY COUNlY TELEPHONE CO. 
BARRY COUKPl TELEPHONE CO. 

BLANCHARD TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION 
BLOOMINGDALE TELEPHONE CO. 

CARR TELEPHONE CO. 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE -MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 

CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CEHTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 

C E M U R Y  TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 

CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE -MIDWEST INC 

CENTURY TELEPHONE CO. OF NORTHER 
CENTURY TELEPHONE CO. OF NORTHER 
CENFURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN 1 
CEMURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TEEPHONE OF MICHJGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY ELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 

CMA I 

476 
478 
476 
474 
84 
472 
472 
472 
472 
in 
177 
177 
IT7 

132 
476 
477 
94 
B4 
480 
480 
478 
477 
78 

478 
70 
64 

4 76 
474 
474 
476 
474 
474 
476 
478 
475 
476 
476 
476 
477 
476 

478 
474 
476 
476 

478 

478 

94 



~ 
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EXHIBIT D - 2  

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WRE CENTER 
LONG LK 
MERRllT 
NAT CfTy 
NEWFORT 
PINCONNING 
SHERIDAh' 
SUTTONS BAY 
WHWEMORE 
CEDARVlLLE 
DE TOUR 
GARDEN 
GULLIVER 
KINROSS 
MANISTIQUE 
PICKFORD 
RUDYARD 
AU TRAIN 
CHATHAM 
SAND RIVER 
SKANDIA 
FiRENARY 
BRIMLEY 
CLIMAX 
AUGUSTA 
CLAYTON 
HICKORY CORS 
DEERFIELD 
PETERSBURG 
ZEElAND 
ELSIE 
ALLEN 
BROOKLYN 
CAMDEN 
CAMDEN 
CONCORD 
HANOVER 
HILLSDALE 
JEROME 
MONTGOMERY 
NAD- 
ONSTED 
OSSEO 
OSSEO 
PITTSFORD 
DEER PARK 
ECKERMAN 
ECKERMAN 
GRAND W l S  

INCUMBENT LEC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CE.KTURY TELEPHONE OF MlCHtGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CEKTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN 1 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 
CENTURMEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 
CENTURMEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 
CENTURMEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 
CEKTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN IN 

CHATHAM TELEPHONE CO. 
CHATHAM TELEPHONE CO. 

CHATHAM TELEPHONE CO. 
CHATHAM TELEPHONE CO. 

CHIPPEWA COUNlY TELEPHONE CO. 
CLIMAX TELEPHONE CO. 

COMMUNICATIONS CORP. OF MICHIGAN 
COMMUNICATIONS CORP. OF MICHIGAN 
COMMUNICATIONS CORP. OF MICHIGAN 
DEERFIELD FARMERS TELEPHONE CO. 
DEERFIELD FARMERS TELEPHONE CO. 

DRENTHE TELEPHONE CO. 
FARMERS MUTUAL OF CHAPIN DBA CHA 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MICHI 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FROMIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FROMlER COMMUNICATIONS OF MICHI 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MICHI 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MlCHl 
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF MICHI 

HlAWATHA TELEPHONE W. 
HlAWATHA TELEPHONE CO. 
HIAWATHA TELEPHONE CO. 
HkWATH4 TELEPHONE CO. 

cwmm TELEPHONE co. 

CMA I 
477 
470 
477 
4.9 
94 

470 
476 
477 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
472 
472 
473 
473 
132 
132 
480 
IT? 
480 
48 
64 
94 
480 
207 
480 
480 
207 
207 
480 
480 
480 
480 
480 
480 
480 

473 
473 
473 
473 

480 



BHIBIT D - 3 

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
HIAWATHA FOREST 
MUNlSlNG 
PARADISE 
SENM 
SHINGLETON 
POINT AUX PINS 
ST JAMES 
BRETHREN 
KALEVA 
WELLSTON 
WELLSTON 
GOLDEN LAKE 
TROUT CREEK 
WArrON 
BLISSFIELD 
BRUCE XING 
WEN 
MASS C I N  
ONTONAGEN 
ONTONAGON 
ONTONAGON 
TRAVERSE CrrY 
ELMIRA 
MANCELONA 
TWINING 
SAND CREEK 
BELL OAK 
SPRINGPORT 
AMBLE 
CARNEY 
CHESTER TOWNSHIP 
DONKM 
DRUMMOND ISIAND 
FAmHORN 
FENCE RIVER 
FlFl LAKE 
FOSTER CrrY 
M E  GOGEBIC 
MARENISM 
MlCHlGAMME FOREST 
MILLERSBURG 
NORTH LAND-0-WES 
RUCTON 
SCOTT POINT 
SMOKEY w<E 
W U C E  
WATSON 
WALDRON 

.~ 

INCUMBENT LEC 
HIAWATHA TELEPHONE CO. 
klLAWATHA TELEPHONE CO. 
HWWATHA TELEPHONE CO. 
HIAWATHA TELEPHONE CO. 
HIAWATHA TELEPHONE CO. 

ISLAND TELEPHONE CO. 
ISLAND TELEPHONE CO. 
UALEVA TELEPHONE CO. 
KALEVA TELEPHONE CO. 
KALEVA TELEPHONE CO. 
UALEVA TELEPHONE CO. 

MIDWAY TELEPHONE CO. - MI 
MIDWAY TELEPHONE M. - MI 
OCDEN TELEPHONE CO. MI 

ONTONAGON COUNTY TELEPHONE CO. 
ONTONAGON COUNlY TELEPHONE CO. 
ONTONAGON COUNlY TELEPHONE CO. 
ONTONAGON COUNTY TELEPHONE CO. 
ONTONAGON COUNTY TELEPHONE CO. 
OMONAGON COUNTY TELEPHON€ CO. 

PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. 
PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. 
PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. 

SAND CREEK TELEPHONE CO. 
SHIAWASSEE TELEPHONE CO. 
SPRINGPORT TELEPHONE CO. 

UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE GO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE GO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE GO. 
UPPER PENINSUIA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSUIA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELWHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA ELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE 00. 
UPPER PENINSULA TELEPHONE CO. 
UPPER PENINSUIA TELEPHONE W. 

WALDRON TELEPHONE CO. 

MIDWAY TELEPHONE CO. - MI 

-~ .~. - 

CMA 1) 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
473 
474 
4 76 
478 
476 
476 
472 
472 
472 
480 
472 
472 
472 
472 
472 
472 
474 
474 
476 
477 
480 
78 

207 
470 
412 
476 
472 
473 
472 
472 
474 
472 
472 
472 
472 
475 
472 
473 
473 
472 
472 
472 
480 



, . EXHIBIT D - 4 

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
RURAL WIRE CENTERS SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
WESTPHALLA 
WINN 
MUNGER 
SANFORD 

INCUMBENT LEC 
WESTPHALIA TELEPHONE CO. 

WlNM TELEPHONE CO. 
WOLVERINE TELEPHONE CO. 
WOLVERINE TELEPHONE CO. 

CMA1 
78 
478 
94 
94 



a b 

D(HIBIT E 

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
RURAL WIRE CENTERS NOT SERVED IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

WIRE CENTER 
GOODRICH 
METAMORA 
MONTROSE 
NEW LOTHROP 
CAR0 
KINDE 
MARLETE 
PRT AUSTIN 
PRT HOPE 
PIGEON 
PERRY 
SHAFTSBURG 
FOSTORIA 
MILLINGTON 

INCUMBENT LEC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC 
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MlDWEST INC 
CENTURY ltLEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I ~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~~ 

CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN 1 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN I 

PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. 
SHIAWASSEE TELEPHONE CO. 
SHIAWASSEE TELEPHONE CO. 
WOLVERINE TELEPHONE CO. 
WOLVERINE TELEPHONE GO. 
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S T A T E  O F  M I C H I G A N  

BEFORE THE MICHICAN PUSLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

**,-** 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
REGAHDING 

ALLTEI, COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
C A S E  NO. 11.13765 

A l l ~ e l  Coininunication,, l i i c  mnq hc cicsignaled a n  cligible telecoiiimunications carrier. 
pursuant to 47 USC 2 14(e)(6). Tor piitposes of recciving federal universal service support In 
Michigan, if the Michigan Public ScIvice Commissioii deems that the request is I n  the public 
interest 

The infonnatioii below describes how a pel-son iiiay ~partieipate i n  this case 

\ 011 iiiay call 501.905 5342 oi ~ i i t e  Alltel Coiiiiiiuiiications. Inc. P 0 Box 2177. Little 
Rock, Arkansas 72203 tor a free copy of i t \  appliciition A n y  person may review the 
;qhplicatlon at the orhces of Alltel Co~hlili~~licatio~hs, l l lc  

Thc lirst public hearing in (his inatter will be held 

DATE: May 18. 2003 
This heiti-iiig wi l l  bc :I pre-hearing conference to set future 
hearing date5 and decide other procedural matters 

'I'IME: 9 00 :I 111 

PRESIDING 
OFFICER: Adininismlive Law Judge Marlc Ciiininins 

LOCATION: Michigan Public Servicc Coiuinission 
6545 Mercantile Way,  Suite 7 
L~n\ i i ig ,  Michigan 

PAH'I'ICIPATION: Any intereskxl person inay attend and parlicipale Persons with 
disabilities, iieeding help t u  effectively participate, should call 
the C'oiiiniis\ion'\ Executive Secretary at  517 241 6160 a week 
i i i  iid\;iiicc tci  request mobility, visual, hearing or other 
d~sIst;IIIcc 



The Michigan Public Service Coii imis\ion (Coinmission) w ~ l l  ho ld  a public hcaring 

IO consider the Apri l  14, 2003 pctilloii of  Al l tc l  Communications, Inc (Alltel), for 

de\igiiatioii :IS an eligible telecommunicationa c;tririer (bTC:). pursuant to 47 USC' 

2 l4(t)(6). tor purpose5 ofrccci\'ing I'etleral tiniversal servicc support i n  Michigan 

Any Ipersoii wishiiig to inlervene aiid wine a party to [he case shall file an original 

and I 5  copies o r a  petition to intervenc with this Cominission by M a y  2 I, 2003 The proof 

( 1 1  % i ~ i c e  shall indicale ser~ict upon Al l tc l 's  ;illorney, Mark I Htii~/ych, Foster. Swlfl. 

C'o l l ins  & Smith, P C . 3 I3 S Wiisliinyton Square. l.ansing, MI 48933-2 I93 

Any person wishing lo  make ;I statement ot posillon without becoming a party Lo 

tlic casc may parlicipate by filing an qpearance To t i le  tlic appearance, [he individual 

int is1 atlciid the hcariiig aiid advi\e the prc\idii ig adiuiiiislrative law judge of their wish to 

iii i ikc a s~ate i i ien t  of position 

A copy 01 Al l tel 's request may bc t c v i e w e d  a1 [he oflice of the Coininission's 

Fsccutive Secretary, 6545 Mercantilc Way. Lansing, MI, o r a l  the office o f  Alltel, One 

Al l ied DI-ive, Litt le Rock, A K  72202 For iniorc inforniatioii on how lo participate in LI 

L ~ I \ C .  yoii may contact tlic Comniission 21 the iibovc adtlres\ or by tclcphone a t  

5 I 7  14 I h 160 

'Thc Cominission hnsjtirisdiclioti ptii-stiant to I99 I PA 179, as amended, MCL 

1 x 3  2 I0 I et seq , [ l ie C o i i i i i i i i ~ i i ~ a t i ~ i i ~  A c t  of 1934. us amended by the 

T~lc~oinii iuii icationi Act of 1996, 47 USC I S  I et aeq . I969 P A  306, as amended. M C L  

24 201 el seq , and the Coinmission'\ Rulcs of Practicc a i id  Procedui-e. as amended, 1992 

A,42CS. 11460 I7 I O  I et seq 

Miry 2 .  2003 
Liinsing. Micliigaii 
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S T A  I L :  ( I t  M I C H I G A N  

BEFORE T l l b .  M I C H I L A N  PlJBLlC SERVICE COMMISSION 

* * * * *  

111 ~lir iiiiilter ot the application 01'  1 
.2 t,i.'rEL COM M U N  I C  ATIONS, I NC., 1 
ior designation as an eligible tel~coiiuiit i i i ications ) 
cai-rtei pursuant to Section 214(c)(2) o l ~ h e  1 
Communications Act of 1934 1 

1 

Case N o  U- I3765 

A t  thc September I I. 2003 ineeling ofthe Michigan Public Service Coinmission in Lansing, 

M icli I ga 11 

P K t S L N T  11oii J Petei Lark, Chair 
I i o i i  Koberl B Nelson, Cominisstoner 
Hoii Lauia C'happcllc, Coininisstoner 

OPINION A N D  ORDER 

I .  

HlSl-ORV OF PROCEEDINGS 

On Apri l  14, 2003, A L L T C L  ('omintintcation\. l i ic  , ( A L L T E L )  tiled an appltcalion seeliiiig 

designaltoti iis an eligible lelecoiiiiIiti i i icalioiis cai-riel (ETC) under Sections 2 14(e)(2) and 

214[~) (6 )  oi'thc Iideral C~I~II~IUI~IL~IIIOI~~ AC[ o r  1034, as amendcd, 47 USC 214(e)(2) and 

2 14(s)(h) (federal Act) and Sections 201 i i i id  203 of [he Michigan l'eleconimtiiiication~ Act, MCL 

184 2 101 ct  seq ( M T A )  If granted. tle\ignatioii a s  an t T C  would perintt A L L T E L  to receibe 

univei-sal hervice wppor i  in Michigaii 

Several patt~es petitioned lo participate in thc proceeding On May 6, 2003, the Cornmisston 

Slilrl'(StLl10 filed :I notice ofappeurancc 0 1 1  May 2 I, 2003. CetliuryTcl of Michigan. Inc., 



CeiitiiryTel Midwesl-Michigan, Inc , Ceiittiry l e1  of Northcrn Michigan. Inc . iiiid ('cnturyTel 0 1  

Upper Michigan, Inc , (CenturyTel)jointly filed a petitio11 lo  i i i tcrvei ic Also on May 2 I, 2 0 0 3 ,  

Hiawatlia Telephone Company, Chippewa County Telephone Company, Midway I elephoiie 

Coinpany, and Ontonagon County Telephone Company (Hiawatli;i) loiiitly p e t i t i ~ ~ n r t l  Lo IntcrbciIc 

The Michigan Exchange Carriers Association. Inc , (MFX'A). ii \,oltin[ary associat ion o f 3 1  s i i i a l l  

incumbent local exchange camers (ILECs) 111 Michigan. also tiled a petition On May 28, 2003. 

AT&T Coininunications of  Michigan, Inc . and TCG Dru-oil (ATkT)  tiled a 1101ict ~11' i i i tcnt  lo 

participate 

On May 28, 2003, a pre-hearing corifcrcnce was conducted by AtlininisLrali\~c l.au ludgr 

Mark S Cuininins ( A l l )  ALLTF;L. CenluryTel, MECA. AT&T, and the Staff allended 

ALJ granted the petitions to intrrvenc and ordered the Ipiirties lo f i le  their direcl Lestimoiiy by Junc 

10, 2003 and rebuttal testiinony by Juiie 23. 2003 Cioss-exaiiiinatioii of  witncyses \va\ to takc 

place on July 7, 2003,' wi th a briefing schedule to be deteimiricti theie~iftel- 111 order to i i iee~ thc 

180-day Federal Comniunications Cominissioii (FCC) giiidclinc Cor state co i i i i i i i s~ i~ i i i s  to ac t  oil 

ETC applications, the Coininission agreed to read the record in this proceediiig 

I l i e  

Several parties fi led tesliiiiony A L L T E L  filed the direct a n d  rebullal tcstiiiiony of 

Lawrence J Krajci. i t s  Staff Maiiagei- of State Go\si-iii i icnt AI'I>iir\ C'eiitui.yTe1 tiled thc dirccr 

and rebuttal testiinoiiy o f  Ted M Hanlciiis, i t s  Dircctoi of Statc Ciovrr i i i i ie i i~ Relations MEC'A 

tiled the direct and rebuttal tebtiinony of Robcrt W Orcnt, Presidcnr ;ind C t O  uTHia\*al l ia 

Coiiiinuii~cations, Inc The Staff filed tlic direct tcsliiiiony o f  Ilaniel I Kearncy. S t i p c r \ ~ i ~ o i  ol'tllc 

Operanons Section of the Coiniinssioii's ~I ' e leconi~i i i~ i~ ic ;~~~oi ia  I ) i v i \ io i i  

' This date was later moved to luly 8, 2003 

Page 2 
u- I3765 



atlvci.tise the availability of the supported services and charges in a way [hat fully infonns Ihe 

cciicral public throughout its desiyiititctl service ai-en 

A I  ILTLL argucs thal iI\ applicalioii IS iii the public intei 'ei l  A L L T E L  asserts that granting 11 

I-TC \ t i t u \  wi l l  help bi-ing i i icaiiii igtul choice to Micliigm cusloniers who have Few, i f  any, 

~I ioice\  for local cxchange service A L L T E L  t'urthei iliserth that its ETC slatus will  bring the 

hcnr t i t \  ofcoiiipctition to cusloiiicr\. iiicrcasc choice\, and lower imes ALLTEL further iiotes 

t h a ~  the FC(' has determined Lli;it w i ~ e l e s s  pro\ iders may be designated as ETCs 

thal 11s custoiiicrb \vi11 hcnclil I\oiii Iiauiiig ai1 expanded local calling a r w ,  making intrastarc 1011 

cal ls iiioi-e attordable 

A L L T E L  claims 

9LI.TLJl- ; i I~o request\ that 11it. Coiiiii i ission estuhlish 11s service arca for purposes of 

i lctci i i i i i i i i ig ~inivcrsal  strvice suppoi~t A L L ~ I t L  specifically requests that  i t  be granted ETC staliib 

f c i i -  i t s  eiitirc licensed servicc areii iii Michigaii Attached lo ils application are exhibits that 

idL,iiufy each oftl ic requested arcas by wire cci i ler Whei-e A L L T E L  serves only a portioii of a 

w r c  ceiiler. i t  requests ET(' dcsignatioii iii that portioii o l l h e  \ \ i r e  center where i t  provides 

scrvice k.oi- cci-taiii rural areas. ALL Tt:L ieqi icsts that the Commission redeline the hervice area 

ofscveral ILECs because A L L T E L  only sri- portion ofthe ILECs'  service areas 

('cnlulyTcl 

C'entt i iyTel argues that ALL.TF:IL's appicar io i i  i i i i i s l  be denied CcnLuryTel believes tlial 

4 L L T L L ' s  applicalioii doe\ riot iiicel l l ie I-equireimciits for the granliiig of ETC s l a w  under 

&, A L L T E L  applicalioii. p 9 ,  ciling. bi&~d,Yioie . lo in/  Botrrdon Univet,sal Servicc, 
l izport and Oi-der. CC Docket N o  06-45. I2  FCCR 8776, 8858-59,1111 145-47 ( I  997) 
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Scct io i i  214(e), because graiiliiig PTC slatus to A L L T E L  would not be in  the public interest 

C'eiitiiryTel asserts thaL A L l . l ' t L  h a s  been sticcessfiil at providing beiwice without the need Cor 

t i i i i \c i -b i i l  service support I1 iirgiies i l ia i  giving ALLTEL tiniversill sei'vice funds would give 

ALLTFIL iiii tinearned windl j l l .  woiild work to  increase charges for M ~ c h i g a n  ciisLoiners, and will 

i i l~ imurc ly  jcopaiclirc the i i i i i v c r u  SFI-\~~ICC wpport incchanisin eltogelher 

Ceiiiui-yTel clainis thal A L L T F I .  sliould iiot be granted ETC status becausc, as  a wireless 

ciirricr. ALLTLL's costs are Iinrclaled to landline cos% from which universal Service support i s  

dei i v c d  C:ciituryTel also asserts tliat i [  I> held to Iiigher SZIVICC sknda rds  and regulatory 

obligatinni thaii  irel less ciirricts, d i i c l i  rcwli in higher opcrdting costs tor CenluryTel 

C'ciituryTel spccitically objects to rhc he1 ihat ALLTEL has lower costs ~ h a n  CentutyTel, but 

\rould receive thc sai i ie u~ i i vc i -sa l  sei'vice support CentiiryTcl argues t l i a l  granting A L L T E L  ETC 

\Latus would create a i l  uiievcii playing lield, biased against higher cos1 providers, and could 

ac tiia 11 y red lice coni pet1 t i o  t i  

Ceiirui-y re1 also exprcsscd cuiiccrii ovci- tlie kict that \vireless cur lers arc no1 subject to thc 

s:tiiic regulatory oversiglil a i  i i icuii ibeii l  cai-riers CciituiyTel contends that while w~relcss carrier5 

ai-e \eelciiig supporr froin a regulatory cost iccovery iiiechaniam, thc Cornmission has no regulato~-y 

o\'ei sight ovcr thebe carriei-s to ciisiiie  hat the inoiiies are used to advance uii iversal service 

C'ciiiuiyTel contends t l ia l  t h i s  uiicvcii playing field, aiid the hcl that the bcnefils of granting 

~ ~ i i e l e s s  cai- icrs kTC btat t is  do i ioi  e x ~ e e d  tlic cosls. i i ieaii5 ll ial granting ALL.TEL'5 application 

would not bc In  the public inkrest 

.~ ~~ 

(11 i l i  reply brief, CeiituryTrl :iIso a v e i w  that ALLTEL's application is insufficien~ beciiiise 
ALI I ' t t~  does not provide "local  isa age" as ~eqtiired by federal law CentiiryTel's argtiinent 
\tigge\ts t l i a i  all \~irelcss carriers iii Michigan cai i i iot ii ieet the federal reqiiiremeiit because oflhe 
cxcl i is io i i  o l inobi le service Froin biisic 1oc;iI cxchaiige service This Coininiss~on. however, has 
~ I C V I O U S ~ ~  gronted I..TC sta i i is  to several wireless carmers 
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('enturyTcl itlso beltcves t h a ~  I L  would be ]premature for the Coininisston io grant any ETC 

~~ppl ica l ior is  while the FCC' IS i n  the Iprocess ofconsideriiig new rules for the graiitmg of tTC'  

\ t i i l i i s  to competitive cat-rici's ' ( 'c i ik ryTc l  suggests waiting utili1 the FCC tnalces i t s  

)iroiiouiiceiiiciil:. iregarding any chiiiigcs 

Fut-tliertnore, 11- the C o m t i i i s \ i o t i  d e c i t l e ~  to grant ALLTLL's appl icatioii, [hen CenluryTcl 

q i i c s 1 s  that ALLTEL's kTC sta t i i s  be coridtlioned on AI.LTEL's coinpliance with regulatory 

safegua~-ds to ensure a level coiiipctitive playing field with rural probidcrs. CenturyTel also argues 

allowiiig ALLT'EL to have I: I C' s t i t k i s  in only a portion o f  a rural I L K ' S  service area is 

cniilrary to the public interest. a n d  that dit. Coiiiiiiission should not redefine CenluryTel's rural  

I L K  ser\ice area 

I 1 i a wiiL h ii 

I Ii i i \vatl i; l  helieves tliat ALLTEL's appltciitioi~ does not satisfy the requirements of granting 

ET(' \tatus and therefore sliould bc denied Hiawatha assert5 that It probides rural 

tcIc~oiiii i itinications services and would he cconuiiiically ianned if  ALLTEL's application were 

I uiiiiited t l tawat l ia belicves [hat i i t i i !  crsal sei-vice support IS ;I scarce resottrcc that  I S  jeopardtzcd 

b) gi~aiiliiig ETC: status lo providcrs like ALLTEL whose lower costs do i iotJusl i fy receiving the 

same level ofsupporl a \  rtiriil caI I ie i - i  tiiawatha a lso  believcs that granting ALI-TEL ETC status 

\ ~ o u l d  crate an uneven competitive playing ficld for iriiral carriers Hiawalha c l a ~ m s  that wit-elesb 

~ i i i ~ r i e i ~  given t r C  status should bc \uliject to tlit same service qualily and reporting requirements 

r ~ \  I l ~ t C s  I l i a \~a t I i ; i  alw belie\>e\ 1Iiii1 ALLTIIL sliould be i-eqii~red to ~ e i v e  the m i l e  areah as the 

IL ITv and that Ihe Coiiiinission should tiot retlefinc Hiawatlia's service areas. Hlawatha also 



~r i i i t cnd \  1Ii:iI in  ordci for AI-L1 t L ' \  iipplicaiion lo  satisfy thc public iiitcrcsi requireinent, 

A I.LTEL sl io~i ld have to demonsti-;lie Ihai  Ihc beiielTi\ of rupporling multlple networks outweigh 

d i e  cost of supporting multiple iielworks 

MI:CA ___ 

MEC'A also opposes ALLTIIL's application fhi- designation as an ETC MFCA asserts that i t  

and 11s members. many of\vhoiii pi-ovidc scr\'ice io rtiral areas of the state, will suffer from a loss 

o i ' t i i i i ~ c i ~ b a l  bel-vice supporl MIX A ahserls that it l oss  of universal service funds wi l l  affect sinall 

rural i~ l~coi i~ i i iu~i ica t ions  pro\'ideis' ability to inaintain and invest i n  ihe infrastructtire i ieet l rd to 

\ci.vc higli-cost areas 

MIIC'A argues that ALLTFL's application cannot be granted tinlcss grai i~ ing the application 1s 

111 t l le  public interest MECA a55el-t\ that merely providing all universal service supported service, 

doc\ iioi i i iei i i i  that ai1 applicanl's appl icat ion is 111 {he public intere\t M E C A  allegcs that the 

fui-ther public i i iterest finding should be basctl iipon universal service purposes and principles 

MECA asserts that Congress. in placing this added requireinent, did not believe that the public 

iiilercst would always h e  scrvcd by encciui-aging competition i n  rural ai-eas 

M k C A  claiins that Coi igrcs d i d  iiot inlend un iversa l  service supporl Lo be a subsidy pi-ogram 

Riillicr, M E C A  ai'g~ics, Coiigress intended ~i i i ivcrsal scwice supporl to provide for coat recovery 111 

order to proinole infrastructurc ~n~es t i i i e i i t  i n  I i ~ g h - c o ~ t  rural areas where providing the mine 

quality xrvice  al affordable rates coiiip;irablc to urban areas is iiot suitable for cari-leis MECA 

arques I l ia t  without this support, high-cost invcstmenl would no1 have occurred In the past and w ~ l l  

tiot occtir in the furiii-c M E C A  secs inti-astl-ucture investinent as the priinary goal of the uiiiversal 

service prograiu 



MECA argues that the o n l y  pruviclrri of high quality, lacilities-based services throughout theii- 

iespcclivt scr i ice arcas are Ihc ruiiil ILFCs MECA clai ins that once a rural I L K  loses the ability 

o r  incentivc Io contiiiue ~nvcs l i i i g  i i i  i t s  nttwoik. then rural areas may be dcpi-ived of affordable. 

I~ipli q t i~ i l i l y  telect~iiii i i i inicarioiis sci-\viccs M I C A  a s w - t s  rliat laclc of sufficient funding ~ ' 1 1 1  also 

affccl the dcployment of advanced services to constiiiiers. such as schools, libraries, and health 

C i l l C  l j c l l l t l c s  

~'onseqtienrly, the granting or E I'c' statu\ to conipe~it ivc carriers in areas aeived by rural 

c:irricrs. MBC'A contenda, i i i t i s t  he properly nianagetl to taster the goals or the fedcral Act M E C A  

i l i i i i i i s  thar if '  the overall demand for funding grows to a n  unsustainable level, then support 

payments wi l l  be rroren or curlailetl. rcsulting in serious operating issues for inany rural telephone 

coiiipaiiies MtC'A claiina that [h is ~ o u l d  i.esuIt in  reductions in serb'ice quality, higher rates. and 

perhaps cvc i i  fiiiancial fai lure 0 1  rui-iil coinpanies that serve ;is the "lit'cliiie" foi- many rcinoie 

ciiitoinerb MECA arguer that thc piohreratlon o1'"uneconoinic competition" in rnml area\ could 

j e o p a r d i ~  riir;il telrcoii i inuii icatiuiis w v i c e s  nl~ogethei- 

MEC'A also asse i t s  that stale coinni~as~ons have placed far too great ai1 emphasis oil the 

bent t i t s  ofcompeli t ion when deciding ETC applications for m a l  ~ervice  areas MECA claiins 

I l ial s u b ~ i d i ~ e d  competition does nor c c r w  [lit public interest M K A  bclicves that t h i s  obcr- 

r m p h a s v  has been to tlic detriinent ofcnsuring that all  constiniers w i l l  relaiii and gain access Lo 

high quality, affordablc telecoiniiiuiiicatioiis 5crvices, ii icluding advanced services, on a 

comp;irablc basis to those ~ ~ v a i l i i l ) l c  i n  i irbai~ areas 

C ~ i n i i n i s ~ i ~ i i  i i i t i s t  citabhsli a s e ~  ol~pri i ic iplca to gtiide i ts  decisions on ETC applications allecling 

1-11r3I ill-eas 

Becausc of this, MECA believe\ that the 
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To : i i s i s [  the Coiiiinissioii i i i  cstiiblialiii ig [h is  set of priiiciples, MECA offers its own Firat, 

l-tii ill coii\tiiners diould receibe ~ c c e s \  to attordablc. high quality lelecoiiiiiiuti~clltioiis and 

information services. including advanced serbices that are reasonably coinparable to those in urban 

air'as and a1 reasonably comparable prices Second, high-cost support should i iot be used a s  an 

ii icctiLi\ 'e for uiiecoiioinic competition i i i  i i r c a h  sei-b.tt l by riii-a1 carriers Third. uiiivci-s;~I servicc 

liiiid are a x a r c c  national resoui-cc ttial telephone coinpanics must carcfully inaiiage to servc the 

public interest Fourth, i r u ~ i l  universal sei-vicc supporl reflects the difference between the cost of 

sei-viny tiigli-cos[ I-ural area5 iiiid tlic rille levels inaiidated b y  policyinakers Fifth, Lhe public 

i i i teiw\t I S  scl-ved only w h  ( l ie  bei ict i ls  11-uiii supporting i i i i i l t ip le carr ieis exceed the cost:, of 

\tippor~ing i i i t i l t i~ ) le  networks S i h ~ l i ,  iii aicas where costs o f  supporting multiple iietworks excced 

[he public benefits from supporting i i iult iple carriers, the public interest dictates providing support 

IO a \ingle carrier [hat pi-ovidei ~ r i l i c a l  tclecoiiiiiitinications iiifrastructure Seventh, the cost oI  

niaike1 foilure in hish-cost ruriil Michigan could be scvcrc 

1 1 1  addition to tlic guiding b e l  ut public iiitcieat priiiciplcs, MECA believci the Coininission 

h i i i l d  crzatc a standard \et ot' inii i i i i iui i i  qualifications, requirements, and pol ic~es to be applied 

wl ie i i  considrring P,TC applicationi tor i~t i ial  service ai-cas 

Lcniplale would help (l ie Coiiiinissioii c le le i i i i i i i c  whethei the public interest would be served by 

y r m ~ i i i g  ;in applicatioii. M F C A  31\0 :isscrL\ lliiil such a yuidcliiie would i i i iprovc the long-term 

~ ' ~ a b i l i l y  of the uiii\ersnl seivice fiiiid bccaiise 1 1  believes only thc most qualified carricrs that ale 

capablc of, and coniiii itted to, hciny "trtie providers" o f  universal service should receive the ETC 

Je\lgnatlon 

MECA believes that usi i~g such a 

To i i c i i s t  the Coiiuiiissioii. MECA offei? [ l ie following q~ial i f icat io i is  and requlremcnts t h a t  i t  

bclicves the C'oiiiniisaioti should :idopt u+icii cotisidei-iny ETC applicattons I ) A carrler imust 
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d ~ i i i o i i s t ~ i t e  115 e b ~ l i t y  and willingiiess lo probide a l l  supported serviceb throughout tlic service 

LIIC'L 2 )  1.0 iulf i l l  t l ic adbertising I-rquireineiit. a n  ET(: iiiust emphasize i ts  universal service 

cihligatioii to offer service Lo a11 co~isuii iers in  the service area. 3) A carl-ler init ist have formal 

ar i -a i igeinci i l~ iii place Lo prouidc servicc where facilities have yet to he bullt 4) A carrier i i i t i s t  

Ii:ibc Li plan foi-building out i t s  iietworlc oiicc i t  recc~vcs ETC status and inust lnakc deinonsti-atwe 

p r o p s 5  t o ~ a i . d  ;icliieviiig iis pliii i 10 re lai i i  i t c  s t i i i t i s  5 )  A cari-ier iiiust demonsirate that i t  i a  

l i i ia i ic ia l ly  i k i b l e  

1 1 1  addition to public iiitercst principlcs, and ininiinuin qualifications and requirements, MECA 

urge\ adoption of the Collowing policies that i t  believes the Coininiasion should adhere to when 

icv iewiny I h C :  applications i i ivvlving irtira nieas I )  F I C designatioiis i n  ru ra l  areas SIiotild be 

i n ~ d e  at  tlic sludy area lcuel (iin ILEC's ciiii i-e scrvicc territoi-y wit l im one srate) 2) The 

Coinmission should eiisure tlia1 coinpetitive ETCs will be capable of providing high-quality 

sciwice to all cusloiners i i i  the sei\~icc ai-ea b l i o u l d  the I-ural ILCC f ind i t  necessary to relinquish i ts  

n u n  ETC' deiignation 3 )  Any 5trvicc qual i ly  standnrds, reporting rcquireiiient~. and cusloiiiei- 

bil l ing requirement\ ert;iblished hy tlic Commiasion should apply equally to a l l  ETCs i n  the s ~ a t e  

4) Tlic C'om~~ussion should retain 11ir authority to decertify any ETC that i s  i iot meeting any of  the 

C'cimiiiiasioii'r qualifications aiid I-eqiiireineiits 

In  \hart, MECA docs 1101 believe that gtan~ing ALL.TP,L's appllcation would be in the public 

MECA a l s o  supports defcr r i i i~  tlie deciaion on A L L T t L ' s  application tintil the Federal- iiitcrcst 

Stale Joint Board clarifies the process hi- designating ETCs 

The StafVs testimony refercncer bacl~ground material that i t  believes w i l l  assist the 

Coniiiiiasion i i i  tlctermining wl iet lw gli i i i t i i ig ALLTEL's application would be 111 t l ie  public: 
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intercst 

iiippnrl lhe debelupinem and thc use of competition lo iiiakc available qiiality telecoiniinun~catioins 

w L i c ' e s  ill prices that are IusL. I-easoiiable, dind affordable even 111 irural, high-cost areas The Staff 

also Ipremm a inuinbcr nfqtiestioiis for the Coininission's reflectioii The Staff would like inore 

~tiid;iiice as to the definition of"public interesl " The Slaff suggests that healthy coinpetition is 

tlnc iiiost sigiiilicant factor in a public intercsl analysis, followed closely by choice and reasonable 

r:itei 111 the end, tlre S t a l l  secs ino reawn to liii-ther delay 01- deny ALLTEL ' s  t T C  designation 

111 \o doing, thc Siafl'dircct\ attciilinin to porlions of'tlie MTA and t l ie  rederal Act that 

1 1 1 .  

DISCUSSION 

tTC' D e s i ~ x ~ l i o n  

P u r w a n t  to 47 USC 2 14(c)(2). h e  Coiiniinission innay dcsignate inore than one carrier i n  a irural 

area a s  iiii LI'C il ' the Coiniiiiss~on finds doing so consisknt w ~ t h  the public interest, convenience, 

and iiecessity The parties to this procecding opposing ALLTEL ' s  application argue that grantlng 

A1.LTEL.s applicaiion is not in  the public interesr The Coiniilission disagrees On nuinerous 

occiiiioris. ttic C:ommisaioii Inas lound that co i inpe~i~ ion can hc advantageous to the c i l i ~ e n b  of th is  

\tatc 111 this case, dcsignaung ALL' f t ,L  ils iiin ETC is i i n  the public interest hccause 11 I S  likely to 

promote competition and pro\,ide beiictits to customers in rural and high-cost areas by increasing 

ctisloinei clno~cc, wliile promoting innoval ive ServIccs and new technologies, aiid eiicouraging 

aft'nrdablc ~elecoiiniiiuiiicatioins it.i'vice\ Furthcr, A L L T b L  provides scrvice where there arc few, 

it :my, conipet i l ive local exchan~c  ciiri isrs 

The Coiiiiiiiruion disagrees with the significance ol'the nuinerous arguments advanced by the 

opposing parties To the extent that the opposing paitieh claim that wireless service is inferior to 

laiidliiie sei-vicc, the Coininissloin respoinds h a t  custoinei-s should iiot be denied an opportunity to 
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tlctertnine which oi'tliese ser\,iccs bcst i i icels iheil- needs I n  response to ihe argunient that 

L\ ireless service providers arc i o 1  zubjecl to the sainr regulations designed to protect custoiners, 

tlw ~ ' ~ ~ m i i i i ~ s i o n  tiiids sufficient protection for  cusioiiicry in their right io choose not to use 

\% i i c l c \ s  hei-vice and to choose froiii whom to lake service To thc exieiit thar ilie oppovng parties 

are conccriied aboul the efficts on thetiiselves of competition froin wireless carriers, the 

C'oi i imibsion docs not agrcc ilia1 the piiblic interest requires that they he protected froin 

coiiipctiLioii Moreober, conccriib u v r r  thc eri'ecta o f  coinpetition on ihe universal service 

i i i cc l ia i i ih in  iirc baler  addresscd by  lie I 'K ,  which 1s responsible for disbursing the federal 

~ i i i i \ ~ c ~ . s a I  seiwice funds 

lhere 1s ample precedciit in suppoi-1  of;^ \virele5s carrier's designation of t T C  status On al 

lciisl thrcc prior occasions. h i s  Coiiituissioti has  granted ETC status to wirelesh carriers ' In 

addilioii. iitiinerous ETC' pi-oceediiig.: involving competitive carriers, including wireless carriers, 

I i ave  takcii place at thc FCC' and before otliei state coininisbioiis with the competitive carrier 

tiltirnately being granted bTC status '' The Commission provided parties an opportunity to voice 

h e i r  conceIii about thc graiiliiiy of F'I'C: stalii\ to a wireless carriei- by conducting an evidentiary 

i car ing V i i ~ u a l l y  cvery aigiiiiieiit raised by [ l ie partics in  oppos~ l~on to ALLTEL's applicatioii. 

Ihowcvet-. has been addressed pre\~ioiisIy N o  i iew information was hi-ought to the Coininisston's 



aIteiitio11 t ha t  would persuade the C'ominission tli;it designating a coinpet~tivc carr~er as an ETC in 

ai l  area \ei-vcd by ii rural ILEC \vould be coiit iaiy to the public interest 

Fui-tlierinorc. the Legislature l i a i  decided tlial the Coinmission should not regulate wireless 

scrb I L ~  I 'oi~ that reason. t l ic C'uiiiinissioii I i i L i s i  also dccliiie to adopt the conditions proposed. buck 

3s ieqiiiriiig A L L T E L  to assuiiic carrier o t  I i i s  resort i~espoiisibihhes, which would require thar the 

('oii i ini\sioii regillate wireless scrvice Conbisteiit witl i  prior designations, however, the 

Commission reserves [he right tu  coiiducl audits as needed to detenniiie lhat the funds are used for 

pel-iii ittcd piirposcs 

Tlie Coinmission declines CenturyTel's and MECA's recoininendation 10 defer i ts  

deterinination on A L L T E L ' s  applicalioii uiit i l  after the Federal-State Joint Board provides further 

clarity on ETC designations AI hi\ point. there is  no t i m e  frame in which the Joint Board wi l l  

i ~ t  

I M I  day\ aiid the end of that  peinocl wi t l i  rcspecl to t h i b  application i s  fast approaching The 

Chiiiiiission hclieves the hctter coui-se (it action 1 5  to act upon ALLTCL's appl~cation within the 

dcsircd ~iiiiel'raiiic and talte recoiiiiiiendiitioiis o f t l ie  Federal-State Joint Board into account when 

deciding future cases 

The Commission. iowcvcr.  has been tirgcd by tlir FCC to act upon ETC applications with111 

Sei-vice Area 

. \LLTLL a lso  requests that (he ('oinniission cstablish a "service area" for purposes of 

dctcnnii i i i ig u i i ivc i -~aI  sei-vice support The tederal Act defines the rei-in "service area" to be a 

"geogi-aphic area established by ii State coininission for the purpose of delerniiniiig universal 

~ e r v i c e  ohligatioiis nnd support i i i cc l i a i i i s~~ is  '' 47 USC 214(e)(5) As stated above, A L L T E L  

~eqiicsts that i ts  l icensed sei-vice iii~ea be [he designated service ai-ea f o r  uiiiversal service support 



Atltl i t ioi~nlly. ALLTEL irequests t h a t  tlic Coiiiinibsioii rcdeline the servlce areas of rural ILECh 

\\liei-c 11 caiinol provide servicc LO lhe ciltlre scrvicc iwea of thcse coinpan~cs 

CeiitiiryTel, Iiiawatha, and MkCA oppose ALLTEL’s sei-vice area proposal. They argue that 

AL LTEL. must serve [he s m c  ser~icc areii as thc rui-al I L K  C:enttiryTcl cootends that redetining 

i t  itnril c m i e r ’ s  service iirra acts ‘15 :I di?ii icenti\e f o r  :in additional F.TC 10 serve the most rural 

parts ofil ie leb; i i i t  study ai-ea CeiituryT‘el coiitends I l ia1 thc goal o f u n i v c r ~ a l  service would he 

beller scrvcd by requii-iiig “fiTCs to  cxp;ind their l i o r i ~ o n s  ’’ CentuiyTel Brief, p. 17 CenturyTcl 

is  also concerned that if additional t ICs iirr not rcquired io serve a rural ILEC’s entire siudy area. 

111~11 thcie i s  a greater risk of “cieain-sl~iiii iniiig,” wherc the additional ETC can choose to provide 

SCI.\WX Lo Iowcr cmt custoiners ~ i t l i c x i l  k i n g  whlect to providing service to attcndnnt higher cost 

cusloineis wlii le ieceiv ing the silinc level of uii iversi l l  scrvice support as the rural I L K  MCCA 

also raise> coiiceiiis aboiil what i t  dcscrihed as significant adininislrative burdens for an ILEC as a 

rc\tiIt ol s ~ i i d y  area changes MECA de\cribes how an I L K ’ S  accounting and auditing procedures 

iiiz hu i l t  arotiiid Llieir exist ing sttidy :ireas 

I he Coininissicin appreciate\ the concerns iraibed by CentiiryTcl, Hiawalha. and MCCA, but 

dcclines 10 accept thc proposal Llial t he  w~~-cIess carrier’s service area should encompass the 

I L . t c “ s  e i i ~ i r r  arudy area 111 gianiiny ETC status Lo KFB Cellular, Thumb Cellulai.. and NPI-  

Oini i ipoi i i l  \Yirclcss. LLC, lhe ( ‘ ommiwon  did i n o l  i req~iire Ihe wirelebs carrici  to provide service 

IO Ihc enlire study area oi the r t i ra  1 I . K  

The Coininission, Iiowcvcr. also h a s  conceriis w i ~ h  ALLTEL’s proposal to redetinc thc scrvicc 

iircas ofcertain ILECs The study areas ol’rui-a1 ILK‘S have existed for many years and many 

;~ccounting and othcr adininislraliw !asks ale hased iipon those study a i - a s  



1 l ie  Coiiiniiasion i s  also senr i t ibe to tlic "crt.arn-sl~iinin~tig" issues that could exist if every 

t~ I C '  appl icml i s  able to cnrcfully ci-aft i ts  ow11 tloircd service area Consequently. the 

C'oiiiiiiissioii has decided to delineate \crvtce ;ires\ for purposes of universal service support by 

cxcliangcs 111 so doing. the C:oiiimission finds thal the "cream-skiiiitiiiiig" conceins are allevlatcd 

bccatiac AI,LTEL liaa i iot spccil ically Iiickcd i l ie areas 111 which i t  w i l l  serve, but inslead tlic area5 

( L ~ I K  defincd 111 (lie FC'C's wirelcss Iicensiiig process Additionally, exchanges teiid to cncoinpash 

i i iai iy types orcustoiners, including iriiiiil and high-cost customers The Cominissioii IS persuaded 

lliiil A L L T E L  I S  itor largeling m y  specific area or tliat serving any of the partial study areas would 

restill i n  ii windfall due to servicc to ;I highly-lioptilatcd area Much o f  the area covered by 

21.1 Tf:l.'5 wircIcs4 carrier I ice i iw IS  in  vei'y iiirill parts of Michigan The Coiniiiission IS also 

~ o i i ~  i i iccd ilia1 designatiiig s c i ~ i c e  iii-eas utilizing cntite exchanges \vi11 miniini7e the 

a t i t i i i i i i s t i - i i ~ i ve  burden on rural ~eleplioiic coinpiiiiies 10 calculate cohts at something other than a 

ciudy area level This approach will reqiiii-e affected ILECs to disaggregate into setvice areas h a t  

~ i i e  coterminous wi lh  existing t e I e ~ ~ i i i i i i i i i i i ~ i l l i o n s  boundaries Toi- which costs arc already 

c;i I C l l  lilted 

The ('oiiimis\ion FINDS tliiil 

;i Jur i~dict i t rn I S  pursuaiit to I901 PA 179, :is anicnded, MCL 484 2101 et aeq , 1969 PA 306. 

.I\ aincndcd. MCL. 24 201 ci seq , and tlic C'oiiimiaaioii's Rules ofl'tactice and Piocedtire, as 

aiiieiidetl. I999 AC' I< 460 I7 I0 I el seq 

h ALLI 'EL should be desigiinled as an LTC Koi- the purpose of receiving federal universal 

\ e n i c e  hind\. 

c ALLTEl. 's tle.;ignaiion a s  ai1 ETC' I\ 111 the public interest 



d ALLTtL ' : .  service area hi- pui-poses ofdetcriniiitiig universal service obligations and 

siipporl mechanisms should he CO~C~IIIII~~LIS wil l1 established exchanges 

c Al.1 TEL ahoiiId be t l i rcciet l  Lo l i l e  i n  (h is  dockel (and  i e r w  upon the otlier parties) a 

1isLiiig ol.the exchanges wlicrc 11 curl-ently p r ~ v i d c s  s ~ i v i c e  or intends to provide service under i t s  

Iiceii\e iiiid foi- which i t  wishes lo  i ece ive  unibcrsal service support and IS able to meel universal 

x r v i c e  obligations 

I The granting otALLTk.IL'i. F.TC' itatti:. s1iould be contlittoncd upon the Coinmission'\ 

I - C ~ C I ~ \ ~ ~ L I O I I  ~ I ' I I S  irigh~ 10 audil all expentlilui-e\ o f  these universal iervice tund\ .  

g 

]pi-ocess A LLTEL should hc dircctcd to cotitact the Staff regarding the 2004 re-certification 

Iproccss lprioi to Septeinbei- 17, 2003 

ALLTEL's ETC designation should be subject to the aiinual Commission re-cerlificatton 

I1 ALLTLL'\ August 2 5 ,  2003 inotioii to strike should be denied 

r i i u w o ~ k ,  IT IS OKDHWJ LM 

A AL1.Tk.L. Coniinunicalions. Inc . is de,ignated ai1 eligible t e l e c o i ~ i ~ i i u t i i ~ ~ ~ t ~ o n ~  carrier for 

the purpose (if I-ecrix~ing fedei-a1 i i i i i \ ~ e r ~ i l  scr\ ice f i i t i d 5  

H A L I  'I'FL Coininunicationh, lnc 's. scrbicc area for purposes oTdetennining uiiiversal 

service ohligalions and suppoi-l i n i e c I ~ a i i i s i i i ~  IS Lo be cotenninous with established exchanges. 

C ALLTLL Conununicalion,, lnc . I S  diiwcled LO tile t i1 this docket (and serve upon the olliei 

parties) il l i i t ing of the exchangcs Where i t  currently  provides service or intends to provide service 

iindei i t )  l icense and tor which II wisht.5 to r e c e i w  i i i i iversal service wppor l  and 1s able to ineet 

i i n i v r r ~ a l  setvice obligatioiis 

f'agc I6 
1)-13765 



D AI-1. E L  C'Omtiiuntcetions, liic ~ \ 3  eligible relccointnunicattoiis carrier designatioii 1s 

c i~ndt l to i ied iipoii the Commission's reservation of i t s  riglit to audit a l l  expenditurea of these 

t i i i tversal service fiinds 

I T  ALL E L  Coiiiiiiunicalions. liic 's eltgtblc teIec~mmuiiicalions carrier dcsignalton I \  

subject \ ( I  the iiiiiiual Coinmission re-certi l icalion process A L L T b L  IS directed 10 contact the 

C'omiiiiasioii Staff rcgardiiig the 2004 I-e-cct-tilicattoii process prior to September 17, 2003 

F A L L T E L  ('otiitnuntcattoiis. l i ic 's hugust 25, 2003 iiiolton to strike IS denied 

l h e  Coinmisston rescrvcsIttrtsdtcttoii anti may ISSLIC fitrthci. orders as necessary 

A n y  party dcsiring to appeal ~ l i i s  ordei initst do so 111 the appropnatc court within 30 d;lys after 

tssii i i i ice and notice ol'tlits ordei-, pui-buaiit 10 M C L  462 26 

MICHIGAN P U B L I C  S E R V I C E  C O M M I S S I O N  

!$/ J Peler Lark 
Chair 

( S  t. A L )  

!a/ Robei-t B Nelson 
C:omtiitssioncr 

!si Laura Chappelle 
Commissioner 

'SI Koberl W Kehres 
l i \  Acting l-,\ecutivc Secretary 



I )  A L l  T1;I. C:oiiiiiiunicatioiis, liic . h ,  eligible telecomiiiiiiiicatioils carricr dcsignation IS 

coiiditioncd upon the Coiniiiiss~on's rcscrwtioii of i t s  light to audit all expenditures or these 

iii i ivci.wI service fuiids 

I' AI-I-Tt,L C(~i i i i i i i in ica1ioi i~.  l i ic ' s  cligible trlecotiiiiiunicatioiis carriei designation I\ 

\iiblect Lu tlic iiiiiiwl Coininibsioii tc-cci-t i t ical ion proccw ALLTEL, 15 directcd to ~on tac l  the 

C'oi i i i i i issioi i  Stai'i'regardiiiy the 2004 re-certllication procebs ptior to September 17, 2003 

t A L L T C L  Cominunicatioii\. Inc 's August 25, 2003 iiiotion to strike IS denied 

Tlic Ch im ias ion  reservc5 j i ir isdiclior a i d  may issue flirther oiders as necesrarq 

Any  party desiring to appeal thi\ ordcr i i i i i s l  do so i n  the appropriate coui't wlthin 30 days at'tcr 

issuance and nolicc of this ordct. pursuailt to MCL 462 26. 

MlCHlCiAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMlSSlON 

~~ ~ 

Coinniissioner 

By 11s action of Scpkinbcr 1 I. 2001 

Page I X  
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111 the inattcr ofthc application of 1 
.91,1 I -K I ,  COMMUNICATIONS, INC., 1 
hi. ilzsiynamii a \  an eligible te lec~i i i i i i i i i i i c~~ion~ ) 
ciirrier pui-want I O  Section 214(c)(2) of thc 1 
~ ~ i i i i i i i u n i c a t i o i i s  Act of 1934 ) 

Case No 11-1 3765 

S tiggcs tcd Min ti te 

"Adopl a n d  issiie ordcr datctl S z p i n b e r  I I ,  2003 approwng thc application 
trfAl.ILTEL C o i n r n u i i ~ c i i ~ i t r ~ i ~ ~  li ic , to r  designation as an  eligible 
~elecoin i i iun~ca~ions caii'icr foi- 1x11 poses o f  receiving universal service 
 upp poi-^. ab set Ibrth i i i  tl ie ordzr " 


